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Ms. Kristin Mayes
Arizona Corporation Commission
1200 West Washington Street
Phoenix. AZ 85007
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W-01303A-09-0343
SW-01303A-09-0343

Dear Ms. Mayes,

The attached article "Sun City, Anthem face off over plan for water rates" appeared
in die Monday, May 31, 2010, Arizona Republic newspaper.

I don't know where Lesley Wright obtained his/her information that "Sun City
residents in 2007 typically paid about $14.00a month for water and sewer".

I am Treasurer of a 24 unit condominium in Sun City Phase Two. Our 2007 water
cost was $9,351.54 and sewer cost was $3,169.44, malting a total of$12,500.98 or
$43.40 monthly per household.

Our 2009 cost for water was $10,899.34 and sewer cost was $3,951.90, a total of
$14,851 .24. Cost per household was $51 .56monthly, somewhat more than the $14.00
amount quoted.

As you heard at the Sundial meeting many residents are of very low income, are
elderly and unable to be employed. We cannot compare them to the younger, mostly two
employed in the family, citizens in Anthem.

Sincerely,

Helen M. Kucharski, Treasurer
Greenhills Condominium
9602 West Greenway Road
Sun City, AZ 85351 (623)972-7847

Arizona Comorauon Commission
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ion City, Anthem
'ace off over plan
'01' water rates

By Lesley Wright.
THE ARIZONA REPUiSL1C

ArizOna's new water War pits AntheM
against Sun City: one of the northwest
alley"s newest master-planned coMmu-
ities against one of its oldest.
The battle between young families

ad retirees was launched before the
Arizona Corporation Commission two
ears ago, and a victor iS not expectedto
mergeunti l the end of the year.
An administrative judge is taking tes-

mony from thousands of residents who
ay water bills to Arizona American Wa-
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don puzzle, which includes several
complex 'scenarios, and deter-

~mined 'that rate consolidation "is
not in the public interest under
thesesets of facts at this time," Jer-
ich said. . .

That would be good neWsfor the
1,500 Sun city ratepayers "who
jammed a.Corporation Commis-

Usion 'site hearing two weeks ago..
Sun City rates, the lowest in Ari-
zONa, conceivably could jump by
130 percent under the. Worst-case
scenario. The hearing lasted three
hours. . .

'there were no comments in fa-
v0nv

Rebecca Wilder said, .
"It really bothers us," Marv

Worthen, executive director of the
'Sun city TaxpayerS Association,
said of consolidation. "We do not
think that people who chose to live
'm Anthem should benefit from
Sun Gity's situation."

Roger Willis, who Chairs An-
them's-utilities commission, aNd
many other Anthem residents Sup-
port consolidation. The commu-
nity has been hit twice with rate in- .
creases because of payments due
for infrastructure. Some residents .
said they, are suffering from "rate
shock."

commission spokeswoman

tune of $25 Million One well the
company replaced last' Year had
been dug in1948. : .

"It's divisivebetwieen us and Sun
.Cit}5" Willis said "But vvle've got
.i%milies that =t3° ~"3"1d .strugé .

li.ngjust as mu as e Sun city
oaks on -fixed incomes." .

The Corporation Commission
~Ari'zona.- AMerican to

draft rate-cOnsolidatioN Scenarios
'm zoos as a.vvaljrtostabilize rates,
increase reliability and.achiev=e ad-
'ministrative economy ' . . ...°` .

.Since then,` eiridence.'and testi-
monyhas flowed through the com-
mission's hearing rooms. A num-
ba of parties have -a say; brides '.
the ratepayers: star Members 'for
the regulatory . commission, the
water company and the state
ency looking out for the public.
T e administrative judge is likely
-tO take the Summer to craft a rec-
ommendation, and then the com-
missioners will debate the issue
and take a FiNal vote. . .

If consolidation is appi'oved, the
new rates Could effect
next yean _ .

Spokesmen f01' the commission
and the water company were Xe
luctant to voice opinions because
the issue is before a judge and the
rate Figures could fluctuatesigNif- .
icantly

tee. That judge and, ultimately, the
Corporation Commission, must
determine whether the Water
company should consolidate rates
for eight residential districts and
l ive wastewater dist° cts that

*. sprawl across the state.
. Each water district - Sun ciqp
Sun City West, Anthem, Paradise
Valley, Agua Fria, Tubac,~ Mohave

. and HavasU - charges a different
rates:If consolidated, each of the .
.90,000 residents involved would .
.pay the same rate.. .  1 .

NUmberS continue to. "be
crunched, but one thing is Clear: If

. . rates were combed, Sun City
would pay more . and Anthem
would pay less.. . . ,  . .

Anthem residents with three-
fourth-inch meters at their homes
payan average $85 monthfor wa-
ter and sewer; while Sun City resi-
dents in 2007 typically paid about
$14 a month;
' It's a tiricl2§'situation for the Res- .
`idential Utility Consumer Office,
the state agency charged with rep-
,resenting consumer interests in
regulatory cases. Agency attorneys
cannot represent all districts at.
Once.~ . . . .

"That is exactly the problem,"
agency director Jodi Jericho said.
"This issue of rate ConSolidation
pits one group of ArizOna Ameri-
can customers against another."

The consumer-advocacy attor-
neys have studied the consolidate

Consolidation could lower those
Anthem rates by more than50 per-
'cent .. ' . ..

Willis advised Sun city to .con-
sider its own long-term needs, be-
causeArizona American is estimat-
ing that the community will need
to upgrade its own system to the

Even if 1 cOnsolidatidh .falls
through, Anthem and Sun city res-
idents are still on the hook. Ari-
zona American has requested
stand-alone rate increases for
each.
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